20020216.ba v03_n297.bam.20020216 


>From ???@??? Sat Feb 16 10:42:45 2002 -0600 

Message-Id: <200202161642.g1GGgRPNO019253€@sco. theporch. com> 
Date: Sat, 16 Feb 2002 16:42:01 GMT 

From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3297 


BOATANCHORS Digest 3297 
Topics covered in this issue include: 


1) Vintage Semiconductor Collection Sale 
by eq927@freenet.carleton.ca 
2) Central Electronics kit FS 
by JACK M IVERSON <jackiv@juno.com> 
3) Re: Check those IEC connectors! 
by Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu> 
4) RE: PP-7482/G schematics, any progress anywhere? 
by "ROBERT W. DOWNS" <RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 
5) FS: Target Transmitters BC-498-T2 & BC-978-A 
by "ROBERT W. DOWNS" <RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 
6) Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
by "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 
7) Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
by "Garey Barrell" <k4oah@mindspring.com> 
8) Re: FRR-59 formerly know as SRR-50 
by "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail .com> 
9) Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
by "Howard R. Weeks" <weeksh@bellsouth.net> 
10) WD-40 
by Smith <smithab11@comcast.net> 
11) WTB: "Saga of the vacuum tube:" 
by john <johnmb@nc.rr.com> 
12) RE: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
by "Bill Hawkins" <bill@iaxs.net> 
13) Re wire 
by "philip" <dgnova@erols.com> 
14) VHF Boatanchor Questions 
by "David M. Nance" <dmnance@earthlink.net> 
15) message forward 
by "Paul Bernhard" <w2tu@msn.com> 
16) Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
by "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail .com> 
17) water-displacing and lubricating substances 
by third Eric <ejones@hiwaay.net> 


Message-ID: <3C6CA6CO.3E31@ncf.ca> 

Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 01:12:16 -0500 

From: eq927@freenet.carleton.ca 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Subject: Vintage Semiconductor Collection Sale 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Hello List, 


There are five different jpeg's showing the devices. Download them from the 
following URL's: 


http: //www.monmouth.com/~n4fs/trans1. jpg 
http: //www.monmouth.com/~n4fs/trans2. jpg 
http: //www.monmouth.com/~n4fs/trans3. jpg 
http: //www.monmouth.com/~n4fs/diode1. jpg 
http: //www.monmouth.com/~n4fs/diode2. jpg 


I wish to keep this sale fairly simple. It is not an auction - there will be no 
feedback about current highest 

bid, etc. If someone makes a reasonable offer to purchase the entire collection 
early in the sale, the 

collection will go to that person. Otherwise, individual devices will go to 
whoever makes the highest offer for 

a particular device, as long as it is equal to or greater than the minimum value I 
have indicated on the 

picture of that device. I will accept offers until noon-hour next Tuesday, Feb.19 
- if a reasonable offer has 

been made to purchase the entire collection before that, the sale will be closed 
at that point, and a message 

posted to the list. I am located near Ottawa, Canada. Please note that payment is 
required by International 

Money Order (in US funds), cash, or much less preferably, by US Postal Money 
Order. Shipping charges will be 

extra. 

Regards, Mike 


To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 07:46:21 -0600 
Subject: Central Electronics kit FS 


Message-ID: <20020215.074634. -209551.9.jackiv@juno.com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 

From: JACK M IVERSON <jackiv@juno.com> 


I have a partially assembled 20-A. no knobs, cabinet or front panel, or 
case. 
What appears to be there is the power trans. the output rf assy. 
the phase shift plug in, the audio trans, for the balanced mod. wiring 
harness, sockets 
and other stuff. 

I had boxed it to ship but at the last minute the guy backed 


out.. 
$35.00 plus UPS 
jack jackiv@juno.com 


Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 07:56:19 -0600 (CST) 

From: Bob Roehrig <broehrig@aurora.edu> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

cc: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Subject: Re: Check those IEC connectors! 

Message-ID: <Pine.OSF.4.43.0202150754540 .111243-100000@mail.aurora.edu> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII 


On Thu, 14 Feb 2002, Arden Allen wrote: 


> I never did like the IEC connector design. Too simple, probably designed 
> by a European standards Neanderthal. Simply misunderstood as to how an 

> apparently robust connector design can be mated with inadequately designed 
> and manufactured mating cord connectors rendering it a prime example of 

> futile hope in the name of safety. Good thing for low flammability 

> plastics, they no doubt saved the day. 


In our numerour computer buys here at the U., I have found many defective 
power cords. I'll take a good old Hubbel Twist-Lock any day! 


73 Bob Roehrig K9EUL 
Aurora University Telecom/IS dept. 
630-844-4898  broehrig@aurora.edu 


Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 10:02:46 -0500 
From: "ROBERT W. DOWNS" <RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 


Subject: RE: PP-7482/G schematics, any progress anywhere? 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Message-ID: <200202151002_MC3-F234-34A5@compuserve. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-Disposition: inline 


Charles, 


I fell out of the loop when I took the job in Alabama suddenly last June 
(which ended just as suddenly last week after I was all packed up and 
headed for the front door to go back). = 


As I left it, I had come to the conclusion that the people in Sacramento 
and somewhere else in California were hiding behind papers that said 
responsibility had been transferred to Tinker. And the people at Tinker 
were waving a piece of paper that didn't say that they couldn't but also 
didn't say that they had to cooperate. Pretty typical mid grade GS 
attitude. If we knew anyone who lived near there and who happened to kno= 
Ww 

any of the people at Tinker, we could probably get a copy. But when I 
asked whether if one of us showed up willing to go and make a copy they 
would let us have the original for a little while, they said sure, but it= 


would have to be done on base, and there was no authorization for funding= 


for us to use the copy machines on base that had to be used. Catch 22. = 


I have one of the supplies myself, and also have a Xerox DC-230 
scanner/copier/printer that I was going to use to make copies for whomeve= 
Xr 

needed them, but didn't get any further with my FOIA request than anyone 
else. 


73 

Robert Downs 
<RWDowns_WA5CAB@compusetrve. com> 
Houston 


Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 10:02:47 -0500 

From: "ROBERT W. DOWNS" <RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 
Subject: FS: Target Transmitters BC-498-T2 & BC-978-A 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 


Message-ID: <200202151002_MC3-F234-34A6@compuserve. com> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset=IS0-8859-1 
Content-Disposition: inline 


Groups, 


These turned up in my storage building. Don't know what the BC-498-T2 wa= 
Ss 

used with (covers 2-8 MC). Database says that the BC-978-A is part of 
SCR-551, but have no paper on SCR-551. Front panel switches indicate CW 
and ICW operation (from internal batteries). Both made by Press Wireless= 
about the size of a Heath Lunchbox, fair condition, both missing tuning 
pointers and external antenna, but both still have the leather handles an= 
d 

all knobs, etc. Will take any offer that doesn't cost me money. 


73 

Robert Downs 
<RWDowns_WA5CAB@compuserve.com> 
Houston 


From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 14:19:01 -0500 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 

Message-ID: <LAW2-F1471T2NqFJ3s100006415@hotmail .com> 


The damn stuff is garbage and useless! Why does everyone buy it then? 
Russ 


>From: Michael Watts <wy6k@yahoo.com> 

>Reply-To: wy6k@yahoo.com 

>To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 

>Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 

>Date: Thu, 31 Jan 2002 18:11:27 -0800 (PST) 

> 

>Barry, 

> 

>I suspect you will find it at least a little bit humorous when I point 
>out that the yachting industry could not exist without WD-40. It is 


>the prescription for many of the things that befall a yacht. If the 
>deisel won't start, spray it with WD-40. If there's an electrical 
>problem, spary it with WD-40. If salt water gets on some electrical 
>stuff, spray it. If salt water gets on mechanical stuff, wash it 
>with fresh water and then spray it with WD-40. 

> 

>When the outboard motor on the dinghy won't start, the rule is to 
>take the top off and spray EVERYTHING in there with a liberal coating 
>of WD-40. Don't think about it and don't aim. Just spray. 

> 

>I was skeptical too, but damned if it doesn't work. 

> 

>One particular incident sticks in my memory. I was stuck in a driving 
>rain on Christmas eve with a dinghy full of friends who were guests on 
>our boat when the Nissan 25 hp outboard refused to fire. I pulled 
>the top off and, in the middle of pouring rain, sprayed everything 
>inside with WD-40. It started immediately and everyone declared that 
>I was a genius. Of course, I've tried not to say anything since that 
>might tarnish that image. And I owe it all to WD-40! 


> 

>Michael 

> 

>--- "Barry L. Ornitz" <ornitz@tricon.net> wrote: 


> > Friends, 


I have not been following the Old Tube Radios list lately 
due to time conflicts. But I have saved all the messages 
and I intend to read them all when time permits. Scanning 
the subjects, however, I noted the following article which 
caught my interest. I probably should have joined the 
discussion earlier. My apologies for not doing so... 


I hope Greg is not referring to me as the expert he spoke 
with. I recall Greg had asked me questions about WD-40 in 
the past, but what he quotes appears somewhat different 
than what I expect I may have said, or perhaps taken 
slightly out of context. I know our group has several 
chemists and perhaps another chemical engineer, but I also 
have written many posts about WD-40 on this list over the 
years. 


WD-40 according to its latest MSDS from the manufacturer is 
made of Aliphatic Petroleum Distillates (approximately 70 
percent), Petroleum Base Oil (greater than 20 percent), and 
Other Ingredients (less than 10 percent). This MSDS does 
not go into detail but it lists the Chemical Abstracts 
reference number for the ingredients. This is done purely 
to confuse people as their old MSDS information of the 
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early 1990's gave the details. If you look up the CAS 
numbers, you will find that CAS 8052-41-3 is Stoddard 
Solvent. This is a refined kerosene cut from petroleum 
distillation with tighter boiling point specifications than 
the kerosene commonly sold as fuel (and without the gel- 
suppressing additives). So the aliphatic petroleum 
distillate is merely Stoddard Solvent. The petroleum base 
oil is CAS 64742-65-0. Looking this up, you will find it 
is mineral oil that has been solvent dewaxed. Chemically 
it is very much like ordinary motor or gear oil (but 
without the viscosity and anti-oxidant additives). 


So WD-40 is mainly Stoddard Solvent with some light mineral 
oil dissolved in it. The other ingredients, those that 
they are so secretive about, used to be various tin, 

zinc and other metal salts (according to my old MSDS 
information). These are used as anti-oxidants for the most 
part. I do not know what is used in WD-40 today. But the 
main differences between motor oil, certain transmission 
fluids, hydraulic fluid, and many vacuum pump oils are 
these anti-oxidant ingredients. The exact choice depends 
on what metal the oil will be used with, with aluminum 
having somewhat different requirements than steel. Low 
vapor pressure additives are needed with vacuum pump oils, 
and high temperature additives are needed with transmission 
fluids. Calcium sulfonate and zinc dialkyl-dithio- 
phosphate are popular materials these days in many such 
oils. Such materials can eventually absorb moisture and 
become slightly conductive after long periods of time (and 
after most of the oil evaporates). There are probably 
several reasons why WD-40 does not list its exact 
ingredients. First, of course, is that they want to 
maintain their "mystique". But I suspect that another 
reason is that the ingredients change from batch to batch 
depending on whose oil they buy. Different suppliers use 
different anti-oxidants. A full chemical analysis of WD-40 
would probably be fruitless for this reason. 


As to the WD-40 "mystique", I think their initial offering 
caught on because it was in an aerosol can. From then on, 
the rest was hype (see their web site if you like this sort 
of pseudoscientific junk). I do not believe their story 
about the stuff being the 40th formulation tried. 
Kerosene/mineral oil mixtures had been used for years as 
penetrating oils. Their early aerosol cans were 
pressurized with propane and butane which accounts for 
stories of it being a "starting fluid". To minimize the 
fire hazard (which is still quite significant), they use 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 
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carbon dioxide as the propellant today. For electronic 
applications, I prefer to avoid aerosol applicators anyway, 
but they do come in handy occasionally. 


Going back to the issue of electronic cleaners and 
lubricants, Stoddard solvent will certainly dissolve quite 
a bit of old grease. But to really clean old switches 

and detent mechanisms and such, you may need something more 
aggressive than this. In the "good old days", when you 
could still get Freon-TF (trichloro-trifluoro-ethylene), it 
was the best choice. It would dissolve many silicone 
greases (that are not touched by Stoddard solvent) as well 
as petroleum greases, and it did not harm plastics. Today, 
you often have to use several solvents in succession to 
fully clean such parts. Starting with Stoddard solvent is 
a good choice. VM&P (varnish makers and painters) naphtha 
is similar and will dissolve many of the same things and is 
commonly available. Remember, it is quite flammable (just 
like WD-40). After this, I use a second wash with a polar 
solvent like acetone or isopropanol. Acetone can harm some 
plastics, but I like it as it degreases better than the 
alcohol and is not very toxic. Some might suggest the 
various chlorinated solvents such as trichloroethylene, but 
these are far more toxic and they can harm many plastics 
too. No matter which solvents are used, always work ina 
well ventilated area (preferably outdoors) far away from 
any source of sparks and flames. Avoid breathing the 
vapors and wear chemically resistant gloves (the Buna-N 
nitrile gloves, like the Solvex type are preferred). Do 
not apply the solvents to hot equipment, and do not turn 
the equipment back on until the solvent smell is completely 
gone. 


After cleaning, you now need lubrication. While Caig and 
other manufacturers of electronic lubricants all generally 
use mineral oils, they use different anti-oxidants. Some 
typical ones are tocopherol (Vitamin E), butylated-hydroxy- 
toluene and butylated-hydroxy-anisole (BHT and BHA often 
seen in food preservatives), and even modified 
hydroquinones. Each manufacturer has his own preference, 
but all of these lubricants are designed to not leave 
conductive residues. These are best for switch contacts. 
On detent mechanisms, I prefer a longer lasting lubricant 
such as a white grease or a lithium grease. 


And yes, the electronic lubricants and cleaners do not 
provide lubrication for as long as WD-40 might. But they 
evaporate fairly cleanly, not leaving a residue behind as 


VVVVV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 
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WD-40 often does. I would prefer to reapply the lubricant 
over the potential damage of conductive residues. 


Patience and "elbow grease" are often needed for proper 

contact cleaning. Relying on a shot of WD-40, or even the 
Caig/Cramolin products, alone is only a temporary 

expedient. Someone who sprays every switch, tube socket, 

etc. as the first step in troubleshooting may be wasting 

his time, and in many cases may be doing more harm than 

good (you see this suggestion on other lists more often than here). 


[Lest I appear one sided, I should note that Caig is guilty 
of far more meaningless hype than WD-40 ever could be. 

They make a good product, but I cannot stand the tripe they 
use to market to audiophools. While I generally trim my 
posts, I am quoting the entire earlier one because it was 
posted several digests ago. I do ask that this post not be 
sent to other lists.] 


73, Barry L. Ornitz WA4VZQ ornitz@tricon.net 


potent Original Message ----- 
> From: <WALKBQ@aol.com> 
> To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
> Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2002 10:12 PM 
> Subject: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
> 
> 
> > AS many of you know this list is blessed with a few experts whom often 
> feel 
> > compelled out of a sense of their civic duty or something to challenge 
> any 
> > advise given in response to someone's request for help. This message 
>is a 
> > > follow-up to a particular response given by some DX guy to my recent 
> > comments 
> > > about the benefits of using WD-40 to effectively clean switches and 
> > controls. 
> > > You may also remember I said I had tried the Caig Labs DeOxit several 
> > years 
> > > ago and that treatment had to be redone a few months later. This was a 
> > > bandswitch which became balky again for whatever reason. I retreated 
>it 
> > with 
> > > WD-40 and it is still fine and has never given any more trouble since. 
> > > Anyway, my piece was called "a lot of blather" from "a lack of any 
>real 
> > > knowledge." I was taken to task for "not knowing" that the stuff was 


"mostly 

> just modified kerosene or stoddard solvent." He didn't say he was a 
chemical 

> engineer but advised me to look it up in any chemical formulary book 

> (available at all real libraries he said). I haven't done that yet but 
did 

> ask our own resident chemical engineer (Ph.D.) about that and he said 


VV VV VV MV 
VV VVV VV 


>he 

> > > doubted I would find my answer there due to proprietary ingredients. 
>He 

> > said 

> > > the MSDS also will not help much because that is only a list of 
>materials 


> > > that may present a health safety risk in order to comply with OSHA 

> > > regulations. He said the only way to positively identify the exact 

> > chemical 

> > > make-up of the solution was by "spectralanalysis." I am willing to bet 
> > you 

> > > will find something more than kerosene in there. Besides the kerosene 
>(or 

> > > stoddard solvent or whatever) is a "carrier." Its job is to get the 

> > > ingredients to the job site and then evaporate soon afterwards. It is 
> > there 

> > > temporarily only and is designed to flash off soon afterwards leaving 
> > behind 

> > > the active ingredients whatever they may be. Kerosene is a solvent of 
> > course 

> > > and probably helps with the initial cleaning too before it is 
>vaporized. 

> > I am 


> > > not saying WD-40 is absolutely without a doubt the best thing going 
>but I 

>> am 

> > > in agreement with the Tektronix People who sent a can of the stuff to 
>one 


> > of 

> > > their customers that it is pretty good. 
>>> 

> > > Regards, Greg Gore; WA1KBQ 

>>> 

>> 

> 

> 

> 


>Do You Yahoo!? 

>Great stuff seeking new owners in Yahoo! Auctions! 
>http://auctions.yahoo.com 

> 


Join the worldis largest e-mail service with MSN Hotmail. 
http://www. hotmail.com 


Message-ID: <Q0fe01c1b656$ccba7920$6401a8cO@hp> 
From: "Garey Barrell" <k4oah@mindspring.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 14:27:25 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="Windows-1252" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Tots Original Message ----- 

From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 

To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
Sent: Friday, February 15, 2002 2:19 PM 

Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 


> The damn stuff is garbage and useless! Why does everyone 
then? 

> Russ 

> 


The same reason they buy "Spaghetti-0O's" 


From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail .com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: FRR-59 formerly know as SRR-50 

Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 14:35:35 -0500 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 

Message-ID: <LAW2-F33hRKkvRdNuow0001d254@hotmail . com> 


I have a FRR59a, and I will entertain bids for it. Russ 


>From: "Tom Clarke" <fclarke@erols.com> 
>Reply-To: fclarke@erols.com 

>To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
>Subject: FRR-59 formerly know as SRR-50 


buy it 


>Date: Fri, 1 Feb 2002 16:21:27 -0500 

> 

>Fellas, 

> 

>Sorry about the confusion on the nomenclature for the Receiver. The owner 

>of the radio was not sure of the name and this was close! It is indeed an 

>FRR-59 and looks complete with cables still attached. 

> 

>Lots of interest in the Rx and it turns out that the radio room restoration 
>committee for the Battleship USS New Jersey wants it. The owner wanted to 

>see it go to something like that, so we boatanchor aficionados will have to 
>keep looking! 

> 

>I don't know if the owner has a manual with it, but if he does I intend to 

>copy it before sending it along with the Rx. 


> 

>Thanks for the interest. 
> 

>73 de Tom/W40KW 

> 


MSN Photos is the easiest way to share and print your photos: 
http: //photos.msn.com/support/worldwide.aspx 


Message-ID: <012b01c1b68d$c7695ea0$27b5d6d1@howard> 
From: "Howard R. Weeks" <weeksh@bellsouth.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 21:00:58 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Cause it works! 

Howard Weeks 

Harlem, GA 

SSeS Original Message ----- 

From: russ dworakowski <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Sent: Friday, February 15, 2002 2:19 PM 

Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 


The damn stuff is garbage and useless! Why does everyone buy it then? 


Russ 


Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 17:23:15 -0500 

From: Smith <smithab11@comcast.net> 

Subject: WD-40 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Message-id: <Q00d01c1b66£$5ce7ba40$06£12144@dover01.de.comcast.net> 
MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=Windows-1252 
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT 


Does all this folderol about WD-40 mean that I should stop 
spraying my switch contacts on my ART-13? 


Breck K4CHE 


Message-Id: <3.0.3.32.20020215192040 .01462f3c@pop-server.nc.rr.com> 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 19:20:40 -0500 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

From: john <johnmb@nc.rr.com> 

Subject: WTB: "Saga of the vacuum tube:" 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" 


Anyone have a copy of this paperback that's excess to their needs? 

I'd like to purchase... (It's by a fellow named "Tyne" and was published in 
the 

70's by Sams) 

Thanks! 

John 


From: "Bill Hawkins" <bill@iaxs.net> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 21:54:17 -0600 
Message-ID: <007401c1b69d$9b0807c0$290aa8cO@darius> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 

charset="iso0-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


Those who receive Electric Radio saw Bruce Vaughn's article on 
Radio Service in the Golden Age. Talking about all of the less 


than qualified people who got into TV sales (but it applies to 
snake oil such as WD-40) he says: 


"Place an orange crate on any street corner, hand letter a 
crude sign that says "Watch Repair," then stand a big bruiser 
behind the crate with a sledgehammer in his hand. Sooner or 
later someone will leave a Rolex with him for repair." 


WD-40 has a well deserved reputation for water displacement. 
Using it for anything else is like leaving your watch with the 
bruiser. Break down and use a two step approach. First clean off 
the crud with solvents of your choice, then oil it with real oil 
not kerosene. 


That horse has been beaten into gelatin by now. 


Regards, 
Bill Hawkins 


Message-ID: <0Q00901c1b671$6c065ac0$89032c42@default> 
From: "philip" <dgnova@erols.com> 
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re wire 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 17:37:55 -0500 
MIME-Version: 1.0 
Content-Type: text/plain; 
charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


anyone know of a source for cotton or cloth covered wire such as 
used in radio receivers. 
Phil dgnova@erols.com 


Message-ID: <3C6D9CD4.33B4CC@earthlink.net> 
Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 18:42:12 -0500 

From: "David M. Nance" <dmnance@earthlink.net> 
MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: VHF Boatanchor Questions 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


I recently came across a couple of pieces of boatanchor VHF equipment 
that I'm not familiar with. Perhaps someone on the list can give me 
some information such as freqency coverage and vintage: 


1. Link 250 UFSE.7 - This is a six foot free standing transmitter and 
receiver combination. 


2. Motorola Twin V Mobile Transmitter-Receiver model T530AD-3 - this 
looks like a police radio from the late 40's or early 50's. Has a 
control head and a telephone type handset. Looks like it would be right 
home in a '51 Ford coupe. 


Any help would be appreciated. 
Thanks and everyone have a nice weekend. 


David - W4SSE 
dmnance@earthlink.net 


From: "Paul Bernhard" <w2tu@msn.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 

Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: message forward 

Date: Sat, 16 Feb 2002 09:46:07 -0500 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="---- 

= _NextPart_001_0002_01C1B6CE.C21E04F0" 

Message-ID: <0E117CvoXM7e0C9guA8000132cf@hotmail . com> 


a eet =_NextPart_001_0002_01C1B6CE.C21E04FO 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 


Hello all: 

=20 

I will try again to get this through. Many thanks to all who replied to m= 
y request for messages for USS THE SULLIVANS radio room. I am looking for= 
messages that pertain to military (especially Naval) events or Historic = 
events that would interest the visitors and help educate the youngsters t= 
hat visit. 


For any that would like to see copies of the messages I have please check= 
out my website for the Ships at: 


http://www. geocities.com/dd537 
It is the official website for USS THE SULLIVANS DD537/DDG 68 association= 


and I am honored to be webmaster for the site. Check out the messages an= 
d take the code test from the radio room at NIDU. Thanks again 


73 Paul Bernhard Sr. W2TU/NNNOGNB (USS THE SULLIVANS MARS call NNNONLR) 


gees = _NextPart_001_0002_01C1B6CE.C21E04FO 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


KK KKK KK KR KK KKK KK KKK KKK KK KKK KKK 
---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED--- 
This post contains a forbidden message format 
(such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting) 
Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT 
If your postings display this message your mail program 
is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting 
KK KKK KK KR KK KKK KK KKK KK KKK KKK KK 


+ + + FF HF FF 
+ FF OF 


aasess =_NextPart_001_0002_01C1B6CE.C21E04FO- - 


From: "russ dworakowski" <wb3fau@hotmail.com> 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
Date: Sat, 16 Feb 2002 11:25:06 -0500 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed 

Message-ID: <LAW2-F58nvhg1vSiSxROO000ef28@hotmail . com> 


Damn right Howard, it works for a lot of stuff. Russ 


>From: "Howard R. Weeks" <weeksh@bellsouth.net> 
>Reply-To: weeksh@bellsouth.net 

>To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
>Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
>Date: Fri, 15 Feb 2002 21:00:58 -0500 

> 

>Cause it works! 

>Howard Weeks 

>Harlem, GA 

Serecs Original Message ----- 

>From: russ dworakowski <wb3fau@hotmail .com> 

>To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch. com> 
>Sent: Friday, February 15, 2002 2:19 PM 

>Subject: Re: More WD-40, (beating a dead horse etc.) 
> 

> 

>The damn stuff is garbage and useless! Why does everyone buy it 
>Russ 

> 


then? 


Message-ID: <3C6E93C3.5861@hiwaay.net> 

Date: Sat, 16 Feb 2002 09:15:47 -0800 

From: third Eric <ejones@hiwaay.net> 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com> 
Subject: water-displacing and lubricating substances 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit 


de N4TGC Eric 


Ah! I appreciate Barry Ornitz' re-posting of that info - it's lost 
somewhere in the vast pile of techical detritus I have here. 


Altho I haven't read all the posts (gelatine is right!), I've concluded 
that the reasons "XX-xx" still outsells comparable products is: 
1. mystique - which we are contributing to by these diatribes, and why I 


won't mentioned the name of the subject product 


2. it does actually work, on some level, for people with short memories 


3. (don't laugh) it smells good 


The perfumes and kerosene-odor suppressors are probably the #1 reason it 
out-sells the competition. Because I'm such a contrary old fart, I 
prefer "Mechanics Spray" - it works just as well, often costs less, and 


I prefer the perfumes they use ... 


I do actually have a can of "Water Displacing formula 
it's about ten years old, and I think someone gave it 
on the can, and apparently the actual manufacturer is 
admit they foist this stuff off on people, as it says 


number 40" here - 
to me ... I looked 
too embarrassed to 
"Mfd for XX-xx 


Co." - which probably now means that it's made in India, or Bahrain, or 
maybe Colombia (in which case they probably ship baglets of cocaine in 


the bottom of the barrels ...) 


On my "Repent for Lent" list, is the fact I just recently used the 
well-flogged horse to get condensate out of a distributor cap. If the 
cap is well-wiped with a dry paper towel afterwards to prevent 
carbon-tracking, it does work. And it makes a pretty good quick-spray 
when assembling antenna-tower components (esp. stainless-steel or 
aluminum), bearing in mind that one may have to CUT the fasteners off 


after a few years, since the "lubricant" will be long gone by then 


End o£ BOATANCHORS Digest 3297 
KKKKKKKKKKKKKKK KAKA AK 


